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EDITOR'S NOTES
The review of vVashington case law presented in this issue is the result
* of a suggestion made by Dean George Neff Stevens to the student editorial
board of the Law Review. Such surveys have been presented by several
other law reviews during recent years. A distinguishing feature of this
survey is that it has been managed and written by students.
The ultimate decision as to the treatment to be given a case generally
has rested with the student assigned to that field, subject to a veto by the
editorial board. That decision is reached after the case is presented and
discussed at a board meeting and after consultation with the faculty expert
in the particular field.
The articles appearing in this survey replace the "Casenotes" on Wash-
ington cases which ordinarily would have been written for the Review.
Whether this type of presentation of Washington law will be continued
depends largely upon the reaction of the bar. We would appreciate your
appraisal of the survey.
HUGH McGOUGH
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